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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

2. Claims 1-2 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Wilk (US 
5.544.651). 

Regarding claim 1, Wilk discloses a device for remote monitoring of a user, 
comprising: 

an operating module (172) configured to be removably attachable to the user via 
straps (202 and 204); 

a sensor array (164, 166) configured to monitor at least one physiological 
parameter of the user; and 

a drug delivery module (190) containing a drug, controlled by the operating 
module, the operating module receiving an input representative of the at least one 
physiological parameter of the user from the sensor array; whereby upon receiving the 
input beyond a desired value, the operating module activates the drug delivery module 
to deliver the drug to the user; see figures 10-11; col, 2, lines 10-67 and col. 3, lines 1- 
15; col. 9, lines 50-67 and col. 10, lines 1-67. 

Regarding claim 2, Wilk discloses the device further including a radio 
transceiver (receiver 206 and transmitter 188); see col. 10, lines 59-67. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4-7 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wilk in 
view of Taylor, Jr. (US 6,160,481). 

Regarding claim 4, Wilk fails to disclose the sensor array is configured to detect 
at least one of an unauthorized removal from the user and an attempted deactivation of 
the operating module. However. Taylor Jr. in monitoring system teaches of using a 
band attaching about a limb or leg or arm or waist for monitoring a person behavior 
having a tamper detecting means for detecting an unauthorized removal from the user 
and an attempted deactivation of an operating module as seen in Figures 1-2; col. 7, 
lines 16-45. In view of Taylor teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skilled in the art to use the tampered detection means of Taylor in the monitoring device 
of Wilk in order to sense or detect unauthorized removal or deactivation of the device. 

Regarding claim 5, Wilk fails to disclose the device further including an electrical 
shock module, the electrical shock module operable to deliver an electrical shock to the 
user. However, Taylor, Jr. in monitoring device teaches of using electrical shock 
module (Figure 12) in addition to a medication or drug-delivering module (Figure 1 1) for 
sedating or tranquilizing or incapacitating a monitoring person as seen at least in col. 
15, lines 32-67 and col. 16, lines 1-39. In view of Taylor teaching, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
implement an electrical shock module in the device of Wilk in order to deliver the shock 
to the user for tranquilizing or incapacitating a monitored person. 

Regarding claim 6, Wilk fails to disclose the drug is selected with a desired dose 
for immobilizing the user. Taylor discloses the drug is used for immobilizing, sedating or 
tranquilizing a monitored person as seen in col. 15, lines 41-44 and col. 16, lines 36-39. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to use a desired 
dose of drug as taught by Taylor for immobilizing a monitoring person. 

Regarding claim 7, Wilk fails to disclose the drug contains one of sodium 
pentothal, propofol, mexo hetatol, etomidate and ketamine. Depending on a particular 
application including controlling a user or treating a person by tranquilizing or stabilizing 
, one of ordinary skilled in the art would use a drug containing one of sodium pentothal, 
propofol, mexo hetatol, etomidate and ketamine for the desired purpose. 
5. Claims 8-1 1 , 14-15, 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wilk in view of Taylor, Jr. (US 6,512,456). 

Regarding claim 8, Wilk discloses a system for remote monitoring of a user, 
comprising: 

a waistband removably attachable to the user; 

the waistband having a sensor array (164, 166) configured to monitor at least 
one physiological parameter of the user, a drug delivery module (190) containing a 
drug, an operating module (172) receiving an input representative of the at least one 
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physiological parameter of the user from the sensor array and transmitting it via a first 
radio transceiver (transmitter 1 88 and receiver 206); and 

a console (remote monitoring facility) In wireless communication with the 
waistband, the console having a second radio transceiver in a communications link with 
the first radio transceiver as seen in Figures 10-11; col. 9, lines 50-67; col. 10; col. 11, 
lines 24-49. 

However, Wilk fails to disclose the console receiving the at least one 
physiological parameter of the user and the console having an alarm initiated if the 
physiological parameter of the user exceeds a desired value and an operator input at 
the console is operable to activate the drug delivery module, delivering the drug to the 
user. 

Taylor, Jr. in mobile medical monitoring device teaches of receiving at least one 
physiological parameter of the user at remote console (oversight authority 24) and 
comparing it to a predetermined threshold to determine a medical crisis exists in order 
to activate a medical intervention unit (100) including a drug module or shock module to 
deliver the drug or shock to a user and initiating an alarm to notify emergency personnel 
as seen in Figures 1-5; col. 5, lines 45-67; col. 6, lines 1-67; col. 7, lines 1-3 and 26-61. 
It would have been obvious that an operator input required at the oversight authority in 
order to supervise and direct the medical intervention via medical intervention unit 
(100). 

In view of Taylor, Jr. teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to have the console receiving at 
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least one of physiological parameter and initiating an alarm signal notifying emergency 
personnel and having an operator input to activate the drug delivery module for 
delivering the drug to the user if the physiological parameter exceeds a threshold value. 

Wilk still fails to disclose the armband instead of the waistband. Since Wilk 
disclose a similar medical treatment device having straps for attaching the device 
casing about a patient's wrist, waist or some other limb as seen in figure 19, col. 13, 
lines 25- 43. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to realize 
the waistband with straps can be used as an armband by adjusting the straps as 
desired. 

Regarding claim 9, Wilk and Taylor disclose the armband is a plurality of 
armbands, each of the plurality of armbands removably attached to a different user 
being monitored in a hospital or moving within an operating range. 

Regarding claim 10, Wilk and Taylor disclose each of the plurality of armbands 
has a unique identifier for identifying a user and the communications link is a plurality of 
communications links between each of the plurality of armbands and the console as 
seen in col. 10, lines 21-28 of Wilk and col. 10, lines 45-51 of Taylor. 

Regarding claim 11, Wilk and Taylor disclose the medical treatment devices 
and the remote facility communicate wirelessly, thus, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skilled in the art to recognize that the system would include at least one 
radio gateway. 

Regarding claim 14, Wilk discloses the plurality of armbands is attached to 
occupants of a restricted space such as patients in a hospital. 
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Regarding claim 15, Wilk and Taylor combined teaching disclose a method for 
monitoring a user, comprising the steps of: 

attaching an armband to the user; the armband having an operating module 
receiving at least one input from a sensor array configured to monitor at least one 
physiological parameter of the user; and a drug delivery module containing a drug, 
controlled by the operating module; 

activating a communications link between the armband and a console, the 
console receiving data from the armband representing the at least one physiological 
parameter of the user; 

initiating an alarm at the console if the at least one physiological parameter has a 
pre-selected value; transmitting a signal from the console to the armband, the signal 
activating the drug delivery module to deliver the drug to the user; see claim 8 for 
explanation. 

Regarding claim 20, Wilk and Taylor fail to expressly disclose further including 
the step of determining a desired drug dosage for the user prior to attaching the 
armband. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to 
realize the problem of overdose and side effects caused by a drug, therefore, the step 
of determining a desired drug dosage prior to attaching the armband to a user is a must 
performed step. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 3, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Willoughby et al. (US 4943885) disclose remotely activated prisoner control. 

Jacobsen et al. (US 6198394) disclose system for remote monitoring of 

personnel. 

Levitas et al. (US 6053887) disclose a medical treatment device. 

Hoffman et al. (US 6624754) disclose a personal security and tracking system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lam P Pham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2977. The examiner can normally be reached on 9AM-6PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffery A Hofsass can be reached on 571-272-2981. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Lam Pham 
September 28, 2004 



